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I tr vo prints- 1 not t'r-rce tut four berks, list enclose- - ' . "a® Seals v* - 
what was cut. pro seed s:-.d misrepresented stout, the Mew Orleans cud, with '<r •.•••* If 
his associates there err: sone of the Dubens woo fi cured i.n it, etc, If you • re 
ms kins, a deep study of tbs entire esse, I oelieve you ■ il . require them* The 
second to k is toe first to report wnst is sut/oressed i the i-.rchi res, eat with, 
that carries forward some of tne revslsticEf-- oi tilTiw A -n, which ’••as the first 
bo-k on the Bsport. the third deals with the su ressicr, and misrepresentation 
of the photographic evidence, it has about 150 pages of rem 
ed documents on this and related subjects. 
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:ti :;n of surpress- 


T 0 s ns'fer your irst question, as the second bok prove;, the 
hsd be“'n fired d - 7 Eme H02. .1 co not quite agree wxtu the lonnulo -ion. •. 
question. The error of the -'sport in cot to ri-ee tee first shot as late 
si bis bpt to Kike it at a tin? when it could be allege . it v.e ■ pos ible 
v,ald be hsvc fire it. Before Kraae 210 thet was not possible, at.-:, ruin;, 
inec urate, contrived reconstruction. 
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’Ay ferlinr, is that, had there been a trial, the peraffii tent would, 
have be n accented as ersveetent proof Oswald hud not fired a i'iils. it is 
proof of just this. 

My knowledge of the eutorsy has advanced much since 7111 !?;! A;ii, though 
everything in it is accurate. f have written but have no u os on a .. Le to prin.u t-o 
of three planned books on it. The autopsy doctors, aside from their competence or 
inec Crete ace, were net free to conduct a proper and copftlete autoesy ana theu 
did not. The perjured themselves before tie Commission. I charge tiis in the new, 
unprinted books. And 1 prove it. If you question, relates to who taeae the uundwritten 
changes in the draft of the autopsy, except for one, they were mad 3 by Dr. “uraes on 
the lots morning, end early efternocp of 11/24/63. Except for one that way xnae withott 
any change in. the holograph. If the questions asks who ordered eh nges, I c-w.rct 
give you a name. If you neon why were tne changes mane, my beliei is to point, more 
to Oswald as the lone assassin. 


Because you ere a young man going to much trouble to write a good tun sis, 
and because you are e y-u-ng citizen apparently deeply concerned stout the integrity 
of -is society as well as whet happened to his President, I spe-k to you as fren’yiy as 
I otherwise would rob. Of the book you cite, I encourage youxto ignore all but two as 
sources, Sylvia Meagher’s (which is a magnificent job) and A.iiITT”V::T. The other are 
much more erroneous than you would be able to* understand. 

Without knowir. the length of your thesis I cannot make many suggestions. 
i ou do not give its planned title. But if yo , have not yet selected the subject, I 
suggest you might consider the Report as a measure of the integrity of government. 

Sincerely, 

Ear old Weisberg 



